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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, see pages 9-14, filed 01/062006, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1-3,7-12 and 16-19 have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Kumada US 5815642. 

2. Regarding Applicant's remarks, Applicant states that the prior art reference of 
Lindbloom US 5740076 fails to teach "accessing imaging data to be printed responsive 
to a print command, accessing via a network imaging data to be printed". Examiner 
agrees with Applicant. Lindbloom does teach of "accessing imaging data to be printed 
responsive to a print command" (column 4,lines 1-10), but fails to access, via a network, 
imaging data to be printed. The prior art reference of Kumada teaches of accessing 
imaging data to be printed, responsive to a print command, accessing, via a network, 
imaging data to be printed (column 5,lines 1-5). 

3. Regarding claim 2, Applicant states that the prior art reference of Lindbloom does 
not teadi, "accessing color information contained within the imaging data". Examiner 
agrees with Applicant. The prior art reference of Kumada teaches of accessing color 
information contained within the imaging data (column 5,lines 45-60). 

4. Regarding claim 7, Applicant states that the prior art reference of Lindbloom does 
not teach identifying a "Pantone color identification included in the imaging data". 
Examiner agrees with Applicant. The prior art reference of Kumada teaches Pantone 
color identification included in the imaging data (column 5,lines 45-49). 
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5. Regarding claim 8, Applicant states that the prior art reference of Lindbloom does 
not teach identifying a "set of intensity values included in the imaging data". Examiner 
agrees with Applicant. The prior art reference of Kumada teaches identifying a set of 
intensity values included in the imaging data (column S.lines 45-49). 

6. Regarding claim 1 0, Applicant states that the prior art reference of Lindbloom 
does not teach that the set of intensity values comprises an "ICC profile". Examiner 
agrees with Applicant. The prior art reference of Kumada teaches the set of intensity 
values comprises an ICC profile (column 6,lines 27-33). 

7. Claims 1 -3,7-12 and 1 6-1 9 are rejected. 

8. Regarding Applicant's remarks of claims 4-6,1 3-1 5 and 20-27, Applicant states 
that the prior art reference of Martinez et al. US 2003/0156299 carries the same 
deficiencies of Lindbloom reference. Examiner agrees with Applicant. The prior art 
reference of Nishikawa teaches of the deficiencies not taught by Martinez et al. (figure 
9) and the reference of Nishikawa discloses the teachings of claims 4-6,13-15 and 20- 
27. 

9. Claims 4-6, 1 3-1 5 and 20-27 are rejected . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 0. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1 1 . Claims 14 and 1 5 recites the limitation "the imaging extension" in lines 1 and 4. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

12. The following is a quotation of ttie appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made In this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

13. Clainre 1-3,7-12 and 16-21 ,24,25,27 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Kumada US 5815642. 

14. Regarding claim 1 , Kumada discloses a method for notifying a user as to an 
inadequate color gamut (column 6,lines 11-15). Kumada discloses responsive to a print 
command, accessing via a network, imaging data to be printed (column 5,lines 1-5). 
Kumada discloses identifying colors represented by the imaging data (column 5,lines 
45-48). Kumada discloses comparing the identified colors with a color gamut of printing 
device that is to print the Imaging data (column 6,lines 1-10). Kumada discloses 
notifying the user If one or more of the Identified colors are not included in the color 
gamut of the printing device (column 6,lines 11-15). 

15. Regarding claim 2, Kumada discloses accessing imaging data comprises 
accessing color information contained within the imaging data (column 5,lines 45-51). 

1 6. Regarding claim 3, Kumada discloses accessing imaging data comprises 
retrieving the imaging data (column 5,lines 45-60). 
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17. Regarding claim 4, Kumada discloses accessing imaging data comprises 
accessing imaging data through use of an imaging extension comprising one or more 
application programming instructions (column 6,lines 55-67 - column 7,lines 1-6). 

1 8. Regarding claim 7, Kumada discloses identifying colors comprises identifying a 
Pantone color identification included in the accessed imaging data (column 6,lines 16- 
20). 

19. Regarding claim 8, Kumada discloses identifying colors comprises identifying a 
set of Intensity values included in the accessed imaging data that represent an absolute 
color defined by a color profile (column 6,lines 27-32). 

20. Regarding claim 9, Kumada discloses the set of intensity values comprises at 
least one of RGB, CMY and YCC (column 6,lines 1 6-20 and 27-32). 

21 . Regarding claim 1 0, Kumada discloses the color profile comprises an ICC profile 
(column 6, lines 26-32). 

22. Regarding claim 1 1 , Kunrada discloses notifying the user comprises presenting a 
printing warning to the user that includes a message that explains that the printing 
device does not support a desired color (column 4,lines 50-55 and column 6, 10-15). 

23. Regarding claim 12, the steps of method of claim 1 perform all of the means of 
the system of claim 12. Thus, claim 12 is rejected for the same reasons discussed in 
the rejection of claim 1 . 

24. Regarding claim 1 3, the steps of method of claim 4 perform all of the means of 

the system of claim 13. Thus, claim 13 Is rejected for the same reasons discussed in 
the rejection of claim 4. 
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25. Regarding claim 1 6, tlie steps of method of claim 7 perform all of the means of 
the system of claim 16. Thus, claim 16 is rejected for the same reasons discussed in 
the rejection of claim 7. 

26. Regarding claim 1 7, the steps of method of claim 8 perform all of the means of 
the system of claim 17. Thus, claim 1 7 is rejected for the same reasons discussed in 
the rejection of claim 8. 

27. Regarding claim 18, the steps of method of claim 9 perform all of the means of 
the system of claim 18. Thus, claim 18 is rejected for the same reasons discussed in 
the rejection of claim 9. 

28. Regarding claim 1 9, the steps of method of claim 1 0 perform all of the means of 
the system of claim 1 9. Thus, daim 1 9 is rejected for the same reasons discussed in 
the rejection of claim 10. 

29. Regarding claim 20, the steps of method of claim 1 perform all of the logic of the 
network-based service of claim 20. Thus, claim 20 is rejected for the same reasons 
discussed in the rejection of claim 1 . 

30. Regarding claim 21 , the steps of method of claim 4 perform all of the logic of the 
network-based service of claim 21 . Thus, claim 21 is rejected for the same reasons 
discussed in the rejection of claim 4. 

31 . Regarding claim 24, Kumada discloses a printer (printer (3) column 5,lines 1-3). 
Kumada discloses a processing device (host computer (2) column 5,lines 7-9). Kumada 
discloses memory including logic configured to access imaging data to be printed, logic 
configured to identify colors represented by the imaging data, logic configured to 
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compare the identified colors witli a color gamut of the printer, and logic configured to 
notify the user if one or more of the identified colors is not included in the color gamut of 
the printer (column 5,lines 8-26). 

32. Regarding claim 25, Kumada discloses the logic configured to access imaging 
data comprises an imaging extension comprising one or more application programming 
instructions (column S.lines 55-67 - column 7,lines 1-6). 

33. Regarding claim 27, Kumada discloses the imaging extension comprises part of 
a network-based service hosted by the printer (column 4,lines 19-24). 

34. Regarding claim 28, Kumada discloses the service is hosted by a network- 
accessible printer (column 4,lines 19-24). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

35. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary sk\\\ in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

36. Claims 5,6,14,15,22 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
obvious over Kumada US 5815642 in view of Such et al. US 2004/0207862. 

The applied reference has a common assignee with the instant application. 
Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art 
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only under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) miglit be overcome 
by: (1) a showing under 37 CFR 1.132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in 
the reference was derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not an 
invention "by another"; (2) a showing of a date of invention for the claimed subject 
matter of the application which corresponds to subject matter disclosed but not claimed 
in the reference, prior to the effective U.S. filing date of the reference under 37 CFR 
1 .131 ; or (3) an oath or declaration under 37 CFR 1 .1 30 stating that the application and 
reference are currently owned by the same party and that the inventor named in the 
application is the prior inventor under 35 U.S.C. 104, together with a terminal disclaimer 
in accordance with 37 CFR 1 .321(c). This rejection might also be overcome by showing 
that the reference is disqualified under 35 U.S.C. 103(c) as prior art in a rejection under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a). See MPEP § 706.02(l)(1) and § 706.02(l)(2). 

37. Regarding claim 5, Kumada discloses all of the limitations of claims 1 and 4. 

38. Kumada fails to disclose the imaging extension comprises part of a user browser 
and is called by generic access instructions downloaded to the user browser from a 
web-based printing service. 

39. Such et al. discloses the imaging extension comprises part of a user browser and 
is called by generic access instructions downloaded to the user browser from a web- 
based printing service (page 3, paragraphs 0062,0063 and 0066). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the applicant's invention to have modified Kumada wherein the imaging extension 
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comprises part of a user browser and is called by generic access instructions 
downloaded to the user browser from a web-based printing service. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify 
Kumada by the teaching of Such et al. so that Kumada's invention can send imaging 
data to a web-based printing service to be processed. 

40. Regarding claim 6, Kumada discloses all of the limitations of claims 1 and 4. 

41 . Kumada fails to disclose of the imaging extension comprises part of a web-based 
printing service. 

42. Such et al. discloses the imaging extension comprises part of a web-based 
printing service (page 3,paragraph 0063). 

43. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the applicant's invention to have modified Kumada wherein the imaging extension 
comprises part of a web-based printing service. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify Kumada by the 
teaching of Such et al. so that Kumada's invention can send imaging data to a web- 
based printing service to be processed. 

44. Regarding claim 14, the method of claim 5 performs all of the means for system 
claim 14. Thus, claim 14 is rejected for the same reasons discussed in the rejection of 
claim 5. 

45. Regarding claim 1 5, the method of claim 6 performs all of the means for system 
claim 15. Thus, claim 15 is rejected for the same reasons discussed in the rejection of 
claim 6. 
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46. Regarding claim 22, the method of claim 5 performs all of the logic for service 
claim 22. Thus, claim 22 is rejected for the same reasons discussed in the rejection of 
claim 5. 

47. Regarding claim 23, the method of claim 6 performs all of the logic for service 
claim 23. Thus, claim 23 is rejected for the same reasons discussed in the rejection of 
claim 6. 



Conclusion 

48. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Burleson whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7460. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday from 8:30 A.M. to 
5:00 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Moore can be reached on 571-272-7437. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Michael Burleson 



Patent Examiner 




April 27, 2006 
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